Description.--Male: forehead, lores, and crown varying from soiled white to buffy or grayish brown, the crest similar but usually darker; broad superciliaries, beginning above the eye, amber brown, margined above by a narrow and irregular line of black; auriculars hair brown or drab; nape ochraceous tawny, varied with black bars on the feathers; throat amber brown; neck all around with a collar of black and white and chestnut spots, this collar broadest on the sides of the neck, where it is produced forward to the auriculars; upper parts varying from auburn to bister or sepia, tinged more or less with grayish, vermiculated with black and irregularly mottled with black and brown; terriaries and scapulars similar but more boldly marked, the feathers with buffy margins, giving a streaked appearance; tail mouse gray or hair brown, or even dusky, indistinctly barred and mottled with whitish or buffy; wings hair brown, the secondaries mottled with buffy or grayish on the outer webs, the upper coverts colored like the back; under wing-coverts hair brown, margined and tipped with white; breast russet, tinged with grayish, nearly or quite immaculate, but showing faint and irregular dusky vermiculations, especially laterally; rest of under parts chestnut or amber brown, passing into buffy posteriorly, everywhere spotted with white, each spot surrounded (except on the outer margin) with black; under tail-coverts white or buffy white, sometimes tinged with ochraceous, with notched black shaft-streaks; "iris brown; bill black; feet pale horn color" (Carriker).
Female similar in general to the male, but head and under parts different; forehead, crown, and crest much darker, brown or nearly black, the nape similar, varied with ochraceous; superciliaries and throat raw sienna to ochraceous tawny, the throat spotted or streaked, more or less heavily, with black; neck-collar of black and white spots almost obsolete in front; spots on the under surface beginning close up to the throat on To•)•), The Gen•ts Eupsychortyx.
[April the breast, which is fawn color or wood brown at first; centers of the feathers of the sides and flanks tinged with Brussels brown or antique brown.
Measuremenls.--Male (ten specimens) wing, 96-106 (average, 102); tail, 57-67 (62); bill, 12-13 (12.7); tarsus, 25-30 (27.5). Female (six specimens); wing, 95-99 (97); tail, 58-62 (60); bill, 12-13 (12.5); tarsus,
25-28 (26).
Ren#e.--From Gui•na and extreme northern Brazil to Venezuela (except the Caria½o Peninsula) and Colombia, east of the Andes.
Remarks.--Thc earliest mention of this species which I can trace is that by Pierre Barrcrc, who refers to it in his work on the natural history of French Guiana, published in 1741. The Abb• Rozicr gave a brief and rather unsatisfactory description of it in 1772, but in 1802 a signed article by Virey appeared in Sonnini's edition of Buffon's "Histoirc Naturelie de Oiscaux," giving a much fuller account of the bird as observed in French Guiana.
It was formally described by Temminck under a binomial name in 1815, from specimens said by him to have been given to the Paris Museum, where presumably they still are. Vieillot, Latham, and the other authors of that time apparently knew the species only from these earlier sources, which they usually quote. Early in 1830 Vigors described a quail from an unknown locality under the name Ortyx a•nis, and Gould another from Colombia in 1843 as Ortyx parvicristatus. This brings us down to 1850, the year when Gould's "Monograph of the Odontophorinm" appeared. In this work Gould figured and described both sonnini and parvicristatus, referring them to his new genus Eupsychortyx, but did not consider it necessary to figure a•nis, regarding it as too close to sonnini. Subsequent authors have accepted both sonnini and parvlcristatus mainly on Gould's authority, as one after another records began to come in from British Guiana, Venezuela, and even as far south as Brazil. All these were duly referred to sonnini (although sometimes with misgivings), except that Cabanis, possibly by inadvertcncc, confused the British Guiana bird with cristatus.
It would appear that up to the time of Dr. Chapman's recent explorations in Colombia no specimens from that country with authentic data were available, the alleged species parvicristatus being known only from so-called "Bogota" skins. Indeed, his collectors failed to secure any specimens whatever, although they saw a flock at Quetame probably belonging to this species, and the two skins with a definite locality attached which he records were secured through another party. More recently Mr. M. A. Carriker, Jr., has sent in three fine specimens from Palmar, in the State of Boyaea. Equipped with this material, I must confess my inability to distinguish the Colombian bird from that of Venezuela and Guiana, all the characters mentioned by Gould, and relied on by Messrs. Ogilvie-Grant and Chapman to separate it therefrom reappearing again and again in the latter series. The comparative shortness and bluntness of the feathers of the erest is a very elusive character indeed, depending as it does considerably upon the state of wear, but I am able to match the Colombian specimens very closely by certain individuals from elsewhere, and under such circumstances cannot see my way clear toward recognizing parvicristatus even as a subspecies, as has been suggested by Messrs. von Berlepseh and Harterr. But while geographic variation seems thus to be nil, the amount of individual variation that obtains is astonishing, and makes it diflqeult to frame a description which will fit all specimens in every particular. The phase described above is what may from its frequency be considered the normal one. The general tone of the upper parts, however, varies greatly, perhaps to some extent according to season, some specimens being deeply rufeseent, other more brownish by comparison, and others still paler, more grayish. The forehead and erest also vary considerably in exact shade of color, but it is in the color of the throat that the variation is greatest. Normally the throat is plain amber brown, but in some specimens it is pure white, and in others white, shaded with oehraeeous laterally, and spotted with black medially. In extreme eases it is amber brown, interrupted by a median band of black-tipped white feathers. It was obviously a bird of this sort which formed the basis of the description of Ortyx a•nis Vigors. What the significance of these variations may be I cannot say; they occur in examples coming from the same localities as normal individuals, with which they are connected by intermediates. In any ease it is very doubtful if age has anything to do with the matter. sides of the head are mainly white or buffy white; they thus correspond to the description and figure of Eupsychortyx mocquerysi Harterr, described from Cumangt, on the mainland opposite Margarita Island. It is fair to presume that this is the same bird, and the name having two years' priority will have to supersede pallldus of Richmond. Dr. Lowe, indeed, refers specimens from the Cariaco Peninsula to the latter without comment, and it is worthy of note that the faunal conditions here are precisely the same as on Margarita. Under these circumstances I fail to see how we can avoid accepting Dr. Hartert's name, based on the white-throated phase, for the insular as well as the Cumangt birds. In view of the extensive range of sonnini and the large amount of individual variation to which it is subject, it is somewhat surprising to find a geographical variant with such a restricted distribution. Evidently the excessive aridity of its habitat has operated to produce pallor, as in the ease of several other species similarly affected. Lieutenant Robinson writes as follows concerning its habits as observed by him:-"These handsome birds were abundant in the thorny thickets near the coast, but none were seen in the interior of the island. They ran through the cactus undergrowth with incredible swiftness and it was a diffleult matter to cause them to take wing. The call of the male is identical with that of our common bob-white, and the call of the scattered members if a covey is also the same. The native name is 'perdiz.'" Mr. Clark found the bird "common along the bases of the hills, and in the scrub on their lower slopes." The late Mr. Ferry found it "in abundance at Moeanao, the peninsula at the west end of the island, and in riding along the cactus-covered plains from Boca del Rio (south-central part of the island) we Description.--Adult male: forehead, crest, auriculars, and anterior half of throat and malar region soiled white; broad superciliary stripe, beginning above the eye, antique brown, bordered above by a narrow and irregular line of black which reaches the hindneck; nape mealtally dull cinnamon buff, obscurely mottled with dusky; sides of the neck marked with black and white, the feathers being white, with triangular black terminal spots, these spots tending to form a collar on the hindneck; upper parts sepia brown, tinged with russet anteriorly, vermiculated with black and irregularly mottled with black and argus'brown centers to the feathers; scapulars, tertials, and wing-coverts with some white spots and irregular white edgings; upper tall-coverts and tail hair brown, finely mottled with soiled white, the markings tending to irregular bars; wings hair brown, the secondaries obscurely mottled externally with dull buffy; under wing-coverts hair brown, tipped with soiled white; posterior half of throat and malar region antique brown or chestnut, succeeded by a partly concealed collar of white spots; breast and sides hazel, everywhere marked with rounded twin terminal spots of white and subterminal bars of black, these spots becoming larger on the flanks, where they run several to each feather; chest and upper abdomen ochraceous buff medially, barred irregnlarly with black, each feather of these parts being barred with black and white and broadly tipped with ochraceous buff; lower abdomen plain buffy; under tail-coverts black, with white spots on each web.
Female similar to the male above, but the dark markings in general coarser; forehead and crest deep brown; superciliaries indistinct, ochraceous buff streaked with black; throat and malar region ochraceous or buffy, streaked with black; under surface from the throat down spotted with white and barred with black as in the male, but with very littledescribed as having the forehead and the throat white, but no mention is made of any rufous collar on the lower throat. On the other hand, "a white eyebrow starts from the outer angle of the eye, separated from the white of the throat by the brownish red which colors the cheeks" (translation). This part of the description is of course entirely inapplicable to our bird, but on referring to Gould we find that he too figures a precisely similar specimen. So conspicuous is this discrepancy that Mr. Ogilvie-Tom), The Genus Eupsychortyx.
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Grant is led to remark that "the striking differences shown in Gould's plate are probable improvements on nature, and the chestnut band which commences behind the eye and crosses the ear-coverts in his figure no doubt really represents the superciliary stripe." Subspecific characters.--Similar to Eupsychortyx leucopogon leucopogon, but upper parts paler, more grayish vinaceous, less brownish; white area of head in male restricted to chin, lores, and sub-loral region; breast more thickly spotted with white, and ground color paler, more russet; female with the throat, superciliaries, etc., not so heavily streaked, and the under surface in general whiter, the dark markings more restricted. TODD, The Genus Eupsychortyx.
[ Remarks.--Thls form was described by Gould in 1843 as a distinct species, and figured a few years later. Naturally he considered it very distinct from E. leucopogon as he understood that species, and compared it only with E. cristatus. There can be no question, however, that leucopogon (as described in the present paper) and leucotis are conspecific, the differences between them being only of racial value. Indeed, specimens from western Colombia (Caldas and E1 Eden) in their paler throats, with the white of the chin more extended, whiter crests, and browner upper parts suggest an approach to leucopogon, and further material from this region would be most desirable. Although Salvln, misled by Gould's plate of E. leucopogon, referred his Veraguan specimens to E. leucotis, and Mr. Ogilvie-Grant, while remarking the difference between these and specimens from Antioquia, nevertheless lists both series under the earlier name, the two are sufficiently distinct from the standpoint of a trinomialist. The Colombian bird agrees with leucopogon in the color of the superciliary and malar stripes, which are amber brown, with practically no black in the former and very little in the latter, but the general coloration is paler, and the white of the head is more restricted. The flank-streaks in leucotis are apt to be black, with more or less russet centers, instead of rich hazel, with black mottling. Individual variation is considerable, however, affecting the color of the forehead and chin (which in some specimens is decidedly grayish) and the spotting of the under parts. I have examined Mr. Carrlker sent in a small series of this form from Aguachica, on the Magdalena River, and from E1 Tambor and Pefia Bianca in Santander, while Lieutenant Robinson met with it at Guaduas and Honda, but secured only two specimens. "We found it impossible to flush them a second time; and it so happened that whenever we got shots, our guns were loaded with dust-shot, so we failed to stop the birds." (It may be remarked in passing that the plate in Lieutenant Robinson's book is a very poor representation, being much too red.) Salmon secured eggs at Medellin, in Antloquia; they are described as creamy buff, marked with pale rufous freckles and blotches.
Specimens examined.--Colombia: Guaduas, 2; Aguachica, 7; E1 Tambor, 2; Pcfia Blanca, 6; Caldas, 2; Yumbo, 2; Call, 1; Chlcoral, 4; El Eden, 1; Anolaima, 1; Fusugasuga, 1; Honda, 9; Mariquita, 2; E1 Alto de la Paz, 5; Purificacion, 1; "Bogota," 4; "Colombian Andes," 1; "New Granada," 1. Unspecified, 2.
Total, 54. coloration in both sexes. There is, however, an unusual amount of individual variation in the present form, some specimens approaching decoratus, while others, with their pale throats and under parts and more heavily black-streaked superciliaries, verge more toward cristatus. So far as the evidence afforded by the examination and comparison of specimens goes, therefore, we would be justified in concluding that littoralis is not a subspecies or geographical race in the same sense as decoratus, for example, but rather stands for a set of individuals showing the respective characters of both decoratus and cristatus, combined in varying degree. In short, llttoralis bears all the earmarks of being an intergrade between these two forms, occurring in the region where their respective ranges might naturally be supposed to meet and overlap. At Fundacion, south of Santa Marta, we find nearly typical decoratus, while at Rio Hacha, at the western edge of the Goajira Peninsula, we get a bird which is clearly cristatus, although slightly tending towards the other. It so happens, however, that west of Rio Hacha the heavy forest of the Tropical Zone comes right down to the coast, constituting a barrier to the spread of either form which may be quite as effective as the high mountain mass of the Sierra Nevada de Santa Marta itself. Indeed, it is far more likely that actual intermingling of the two forms, if it occurs at all, would be found in the low, more open country to the southward of the Sierra Nevada, which is presumably better adapted to the needs of such a bird as this. Unfortunately no evidence bearing on this point is yet available; it is clear, however, that if cristatus is a derivative of the leucopogon group, or vice versa, one or the other must have originally passed through this narrow gap to occupy its present range, assuming, of course, that topographical and other conditions were the same as at present.
But even if intergradation between cristatus and the leucopogon group could be fully proven it would not therefore necessarily follow (in the opinion of the writer) that the two should be regarded as conspecific. Each has characters not possessed by the other, to belittle which by degrading the forms in question to subspecific rank would seem to be highly inadvisable. Subspecies are of course "representative forms," but "representative forms" Tom), The Genus Eupsychortyx.
[April are not necessarily subspecies, as some ornithologists of note would have us believe. It has long been the opinion of the writer that the mere fact (known or assumed) of the intergradation of two given forms should not of itself militate against their being considered distinct specifically, provided that the degree and character of the differences between them are such as to otherwise justify such standing. All the circumstances bearing on each individual case must be taken into consideration in attempting to reach a decision, and to be blindly governed by a single criterion is inevitably to go astray. The recent paper by Dr. Jonathan Dwight on the genus Junco (ef. Bulletin American Museum of Natural History, XXXVIII, pp. 269-309), considered as a protest against the current practice of reducing all intergrading forms to subspecific rank, is interesting and suggestive.
It remains to add that the present form was provisionally described as a subspecies of E. cristatus, being compared with mainland specimens of that form, which were incorrectly assumed to represent horvathi.
Specimens examined.--Colombia: Bonda, 4; Cacagualito, 1; Mamatoco, 9; Gaira, 2; Santa Marta, 2. Total, 18.
Eupsychortyx cristatus cristatus (Linnams).
Plate V, figure 8. Remarks.--Thls species was the first ooe the group to receive a binomial name, having been designated Tetrao cristatus by Great uncertainty seems to have prevailed for many years with regard to the true habitat of this species. Some authors gave it "Mexico," doubtless on the authority of Hernandez, who is wrongfully quoted by Brisson and others to this effect, while others more vaguely gave it as "South America." Even as late as 1850, when Gould brought out.his great work on the Odontophorinee, he was unable to assign any more definite locality than "Mexico," although it is evident that numerous specimens were then extant. Indeed, it was not until 1892 that von Berlepsch secured an authentic specimen from the island of Curacao, in the Dutch West Indies. While clearly distinguishing his specimen from the Guiana form, he suggested that the E. cristatus of Linneeus (ex Brisson) was probably the same as the latter, and he therefore proposed for the Curacao bird the provisional name of Eupsychortyx gouldi. In all probability the continental range of this form includes all the low region (Tropical Zone) in the vicinity of Maraeaibo Lake and Gulf, in the pocket formed by the Andes of Venezuela and the Eastern Andes of Colombia. As already shown, it extends westward along the coast to approximate the range of E. leucopogon, and there is a possibility that it may also meet the range of E. sonnini to the eastward. Concerning its habits, as observed by him in the Dutch West Indies, Dr. Harterr writes as follows: "This pretty bird is not rare in Aruba and Curagao, but is not found everywhere. The natives call it 'Soekld,' a name derived from its note, which is uttered very frequently. It is much esteemed as food, and sometimes sold in the market alive. "This bird is not easy to obtain in any great numbers without a dog, as it does not care to fly and is difficult to be seen in grassy places. It is not found on Bonaire."
Remarks.--This form was described and figured by Dr. von Madarasz from two male examples forwarded to the Hungarian National Museum by the well-known collectors, S. Bricefio Gabalddn e hijos. It was said to differ in its thicker and larger bill, and also in having the forehead, crown, and throat pure white, without any tinge of fawn color, while the lower throat and the sides are more sharply outlined and brightly colored. It is true that in the single male before me the crest and throat are rather purer white than in typical cristatus, but I doubt if this distinction would hold in a series. The other characters assigned are certainly of no value, notwithstanding which the general coloration of the upper parts is decidedly more grayish, less rulescent, and the female is so different in the markings of the throat that there can be little question as to the propriety of recognizing the form as subspecifically distinct. 
